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The most notable weakness pertains to the treatment
of finance. As in England the house, acting as a committee
of the whole, scrutinizes and passes the estimates submitted
by the Government, and in action reflects the principal
merits and limitations of its British counterpart. The most
serious omission is the virtual absence of a Public Accounts
Committee of the British type, able to inspire in departments
a wholesome respect for its inquiry into irregularities.
Although such a committee exists in name, it does not meet
regularly to review the public accounts and to examine
criticisms by the auditor-general. It is convened only
when there are alleged abuses to investigate, and years
have sometimes elapsed between its sessions. In any case
it is too defectively constituted to perform its tasks well.
Unlike the British committee, which convenes annually
under the chairmanship of a member of the Opposition, it
is presided over by a prominent representative of the Govern-
ment party, and it is large and unwieldy, with a membership
often ranging in the past as high as eighty compared with
fifteen members in the British committee. Not since 1908
does it seem to have made any useful suggestions on the
accounting system of the Dominion.7 The heavy expendi-
tures of the war resulted early in 1941 in the appointment
of a special committee on war expenditures, resembling that
in the British Parliament. It consisted of twenty-four mem-
bers, sixteen of whom belonged to the Liberal party in
contrast to the fact that in the parallel British committee
the Opposition and the Government were equally represented
except that the chairman belonged to the Government party.
Although the Canadian committee performed useful work,
it was inevitably accused of partisanship because of its
composition.
The broad fact is that Canadian democracy has never
possessed a powerful impulse for retrenchment comparable
to that in Great Britain during the era of Gladstone when
the modern mechanisms of financial control were perfected.
The art of national bookkeeping was never as sedulously
cultivated as in the motherland. There was no aristocracy
'Debates of the House of Commons, 1939, 2099, 2102.